in doubt. Applications are due by 15 March for the job to head up the life and microgravity sciences office, leaderless since May, and researchers worry that the program is drifting (Science, 12 May 2000, p. 938) . Last week, NASA informed principal investigators in the program of a 5% budget cut to accommodate pork projects imposed by Congress. "It's not the best message, but we had to come up with some strategy," says Olsen, who is advocating a bigger research budget and finding a seasoned and credible chief to put the program on track.
That credibility won't come easily. Many mainstream biologists and materials scientists remain skeptical of the high cost and low return of space research, noting that last year the NRC criticized NASA's crystallography and biotechnology programs for being too parochial. Voorhees's panel is about to begin a study examining other aspects of space station microgravity science-such as fluid and combustion research-and provide guidance for ground-based efforts, which traditionally have been underfunded.
Getting the lab off the ground could help boost support for station science, but it's only the start. "It will take a while for people to believe this is real," says Kathryn Clark, NASA's chief scientist for human exploration. "After all, it's been on the drawing board for so long."
